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11. Department’s Contention No. 1 is an Admissible Basis for Granting A 
Hearing Request. 

The Department’s Contention No. 1 , Department’s Request for Hearing at 17- 

18, that Safety Light’s application fails to comply with applicable regulations and the 

directives of the Commission, provides an admissible basis for requesting a hearing. 

Staff concedes, NRC Staff Response at 5-6, that the Department’s identification of 

various documentary deficiencies in SLC’s license application are in fact accurate. 

Significantly, while staff concedes that the Department’s assertions under Contention 

No. 3 that SLC should not be granted continued exemption from the financial 

responsibility requirements of 10 CFR 30.35 is an admissible basis for a hearing, they 

seek to distinguish the issue in Contention No. 1 where the Department notes that 

SLC’s application fails to provide any of the necessary documentary information that 

would support such a request. Moreover, SLC has not been exempted from the 

requirements to provide a decommissioning cost estimate. See Department’s Request 

for Hearing at 21, n.22 and the NRC documents cited therein. Staff‘s assertion that 

somehow this contention is beyond the scope of the hearing is puzzling, given SLC’s 

specific request for continued exemption from decommissioning funding requirements, 

and staff‘s reliance on Long Island Lightning Company (Shoreham Nuclear Power 

Station, Unit I )  LBP-91-39, 34 NRC 273, 282 (1991)(ccLILCO”), which states that 

“admissible contentions must focus on the issues identified in the notice of hearing 

[and] the application.” Id.(emphasis added). This is precisely the nature of the 

Department’s Contention No. 1: SLC has requested as part of their license renewal to 

be exempted from significant requirements of a normal materials license, yet has 
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